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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the communication received on September 
22, 2006. Group I including claims 1-15, 17-23, and 25-26 were elected without traverse. 
The election is acknowledged. Claims 1-15, 17-23, and 25-26 are pending in the 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claim 2, the limitation "to be able to", renders the claim indefinite because 
it is unclear whether the limitation (s) following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. Appropriate correction is needed. 

As per claim 8, the limitation "may be assigned", renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitation (s) following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. Appropriate correction is needed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except 
that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) 
shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United States 
and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
5. Claims 1-4, 9-12, 17-20, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Blants (US Patent No. 6,732,080). 

As per claims 1, and 25, Blants discloses a system and method for providing 
personal calendar services. In so doing, Watanabe discloses acquiring position 
information of a customer registered in advance (col. 9 lines 45-59), judging whether or 
not an invitation to an event is to be sent to a terminal of said customer based on at least a 
positional relationship between said customer and a site of the event (col. 9 lines 49-60; 
col. 11, lines 40-51), and sending information concerning said invitation to said event to 
said terminal of said customer if it is judged that said invitation to said event should be 
sent to said customer (col. 10, lines 45-67). 

As per claim 2, Blants further discloses wherein said judging step comprises a 
step of judging whether or not said customer exists in such an area as to be able to attend 
said event based on said positional relationship between said customer and said site of 
said event and time of said event (col. 5, lines 1-21). 
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As per claim 3, Blants further discloses whether or not said customer exists in an 
area from said site of said event, said area determined in accordance with a time to one of 
start time and end time of said event; and if it is judged that said customer exists in said 
area, further judging whether estimated time taken by said customer to reach said site of 
said event is within a time to one of said start time and said end time of said event (col. 
18, lines 47-54). 

As per claim 4, Blants further discloses wherein said acquiring step, said judging 
step, and said sending step are executed in accordance with a time to one of start time and 
end time of said event (col. 14, lines 27-51). 

Claims 9-12 are program embedded on a medium for causing a computer to 
perform a processing for invitation to event of rejected method claims 1-4 above; 
therefore claims 9-12 are rejected under the same rationale relied upon of claims 1-4. 

Claims 17-20 are an event invitation system for performing the steps of rejected 
method claims 1-4 above; therefore claims 17-20 are rejected under the same rationale 
relied upon of claims 1-4. 

As per claim 26, Blants further discloses wherein said receiving step comprises a 
step of receiving information concerning invitation to said event from a server if said 
customer exists in a predetermined area that is determined in accordance with a distance 
from a site of said event and a time to one of start time and end time of said event (col. 
18, lines 47-54). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

7. Claims 5, 13, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blants (US Patent No. 6,732,080). 

As per claim 5, Blants fails to explicitly disclose sending information of a 
movement route to said site of said event to said terminal of said customer based on said 
position information of said customer and a position of said site of said event. Official 
Notice is taken that it is old and well in the art to provide information of a movement 
route to a customer or user. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate this well known feature into Blants in order to guide the user 
into reaching the event site or location without difficulties. 

Claim 13 is program embedded on a medium for causing a computer to perform a 
processing for invitation to event of rejected method claim 5 above; therefore claim 13 
are rejected under the same rationale relied upon of claim 5. 



Application/Control Number: 10/090,742 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3623 

Claim 21 is an event invitation system for performing the steps of rejected method 
claim 5 above; therefore claim 21 is rejected under the same rationale relied upon of 
claim 5. 

8. Claims 6, 14, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Blants (US Patent No. 6,732,080) in view of Walker (US Patent No. 6,240,396) 

As per claim 6, Blunts fails to explicitly disclose judging whether or not an 

entrance ticket can be assigned to a customer who has requested attendance in response to 

said invitation to said event; and if it is judged that an entrance ticket can be assigned to 

at least said customer who has requested attendance, sending information concerning said 

entrance ticket to a terminal of said customer who has requested attendance. Walker in 

the same field of endeavor, discloses the concept of provide a number of options to the 

user in order to pinpoint the specific event that the user would like to attend and 

transmitting the event information to a user's terminal (col. 8, lines 1-63). Therefore, it 

would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosures 

« 

of Blants to incorporate the teachings of Walker in order to facilitate buying tickets for an 
event such as ballet, theater or a sporting event. 
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Claim 14 is a program embedded on a medium for causing a computer to perform 
a processing for invitation to event of rejected method claim 6 above; therefore claim 14 
is rejected under the same rationale relied upon of claim 6. 

Claim 22 is an event invitation system for performing the steps of rejected method 
claim 6 above; therefore claim 21 is rejected under the same rationale relied upon of 
claim 6. 

9. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blants 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,732,080) in view of Walker (US Patent No. 6,240,396) 

As per claim 8, the combination of Blants and Walker teaches the cancellation of 
a ticket number for an event (See abstract and claim 3 of Walker), which reads on 
"receiving cancellation of a ticket from a customer", but Blants and Walker fails to 
explicitly discloses performing processing of refunding a corresponding amount of 
money to said customer who canceled said ticket in response to an issuance of a ticket 
corresponding to said canceled ticket to another customer. However, it is old well known 
in the art to provide refunds to a customer when the customer cancels a purchased ticket 
as a means for compensating the customer for the money spent on the tickets. It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate this well- known 
feature into Blants and Walker so that the customer is refunded the value of the ticket. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 7, 15 and 23 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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1 1 . The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Prior art of record fails to teach or suggest the steps of receiving from a terminal 
of a customer, an attendance request for a plurality of persons, said attendance request 
including information of respective destinations to which information concerning an 
entrance ticket should be sent, judging whether or not entrance tickets can be assigned to 
said plurality of persons for said attendance request, if it is judged that said entrance 
tickets can be assigned to at least said plurality of persons, sending said information 
concerning said entrance ticket to respective terminals of said plurality of persons 
according to said information of said respective destinations. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Lewis (US Patent No. 6,779,720) discloses the concept of sending ticket 
information to a user over the Internet. 

b. Scheuring et al (US 200201 3 1 565) discloses a calendaring system for 
displaying event information to a user. 

c. Watanabe et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,405,242) disclose a system for sending 
an event information to a user including a user ID and the operated terminal. 

d. Conmy (U.S. Patent No. 6101480) discloses a system for scheduling time 
intervals for a plurality of users. 

e. Tognazzini (U.S. Patent No. 5,790,974) discloses a portable calendar 
system that automatically responds to varying conditions affecting a user's schedule. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Romain Jeanty whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6732. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq R. Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from aUSPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
February 22, 2007 

Art Unit 3623 




